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Resume:  
This project intends to examine the creation of asylum seekers, seen from a political and societal 
aspect both globally and locally. The project is divided into five different chapters, where each 
chapter has a purpose of focusing on several aspects leading up to the answer of how the term 
and interpretation of ‘asylum seeker’ has been undergoing a man-made creation, due to different 
global and local factors, as the project focuses on the legislations of the European Union’s 
impact on Denmark and Danish legislation. An inductive style of approach has been used as the 
project evolves from researching a particular problem, to reach more general conclusions. The 
project uses first hand sources represented in quotes from interviews, and secondary sources 
represented in journals and reports from other authors who have also conducted researches in the 
same problem areas. The theory of Interpretivism has been used on the qualitative and 
quantitative data, as the theory of Interpretivism revolves around researching why social action 
have been done, instead of understanding the social action in itself. Moreover, the project looks 
at the policies and discourses towards the asylum seekers and the labelling of them, which 
contradict to the concept of human rights. The findings were that due to the refugee situation has 
undergone a huge development during the last decades, as the world at the first hand became 
more globalized and caused an influx of guest workers, who were the first immigrants in 
Denmark. Subsequently, the term asylum seeker has, additionally, undergone a re-creation in the 
interpretation of it, and the war in Iraq played a huge role in this. Furthermore it can be seen 
throughout the discourse analysis, that Denmark has been influenced by EU, and has changed its 
politics to meet the requirements stated by the Union. At last it is seen, that EU is a closed 
community, meaning that people from the outside may not be seen as their equals, and also each 
country's population have regained their nationalistic view, and are scared of intruders from the 
outside. 
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Reader’s guideline: 
Chapter 1: This part accounts for giving an accurate overview and an introduction to the topic. 
This part will describe all the concepts used in the project. Furthermore, it will explain what 
refugees are, what asylum seekers are, and explain the difference between these two. 
Additionally, this part will focus on significant international refugee laws, and refugees in 
Denmark.  
 
Chapter 2: This part of the project introduces the descriptions of the arguments which were used 
by the US and Denmark to declare war against Iraq and whether or not their reason were 
legitimate. This part also intends to explain some of the rules and regulation, which affected the 
refugees. 
 
Chapter 3: This part intends to explain the creations of asylum seekers seen in the light of the 
Brorson’s Church incident. This part will explain the incident of the Brorson’s Church as it 
happened, highlighting different important dates and the role players in the incident. This part 
also seeks to explain and answer the question of how asylum seekers are created in relation to the 
incident, using the asylum seekers in the church as an example. Furthermore, this part intends to 
explain briefly how the EU legislations have an effect on the local Danish legislation in regards 
to the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers situation in Denmark.  
 
Chapter 4: This chapter will analyse and identify several discourses towards the asylum seekers 
and the creation of them. Moreover, this chapter aims to cover the issue through a political and 
societal aspect. Additionally, it will give an insight of the creation of asylum seekers in a global 
and local level, as we are going to implement the EU and its impact on Denmark towards the 
immigrants, whom eventually can be interpreted as asylum seekers.  
 
Chapter 5: This part intends to sum up the different chapters in our project and conclude on our 
findings, and also represent answers to our questions stated in the working questions, problem 
area and overall research question.  
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Introduction: 
We want to focus on the creation of asylum seekers and investigate Denmark’s political agenda 
regarding refugees and how the implement of different laws and rules affect these refugees, 
whether it is EU laws or local Danish laws. Amnesty defines a refugee as: “A person who has 
fled from their own country and due to human rights abuses they have suffered there because of 
who they are or what they believe in, and whose own government cannot or will not protect 
them.” (Amnesty.org, 2014). Thus, this means we have a primary focus point on the political and 
societal aspect on the matter. Besides this, we are looking at the war in Iraq and the incident at 
Brorson’s Church, meaning that we are looking at a global and local perspective.   
However, we will limit and narrow down to something more specific by focusing on a specific 
chosen time period, because of the broadness and variation of problem areas, which can be 
created on this topic. Our main idea is to focus on the specific period of time between 2008-
2009, a specific group of refugees and a specific incident that have taken place in the history of 
refugees in Denmark, even though look at the history behind. This idea has developed to become 
our problem area and formed our research question. What we want to investigate and research is 
how asylum seekers are created, with a focus on Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers in Denmark. To 
do this we have chosen a specific event, which involves the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers. What 
we found to be a recent and interesting incident was the incident of the Brorson’s Church. Here 
the Iraqi refugees sought shelter in the church, because of their asylum being denied. On May 13 
2009, the Danish government made an agreement with the Iraqi government that 282 Iraqis 
could be send back to Iraq from Denmark. The 282 Iraqis had applied for asylum in Denmark, 
but were all denied asylum. The reason the Danish authorities were not able to deport the Iraqi-
Kurdish asylum seekers before was due to a lack of agreement between Iraq and Denmark 
regarding asylum seekers. Because of the impending agreement signing, approximately 80 Iraqi-
Kurdish asylum seekers, whose asylum applications were denied, took residence in Vor Frue 
Kirke on May 15th 2009, hoping that they could get their case opened again. The Iraqis were 
eventually moved to the Brorson’s Church in Nørrebro, due to the lack of space in Vor Frue 
Kirke together with an invitation from the Brorson’s Church board of Directors. As this is a local 
perspective, we also wanted to introduce a global angle, and to do that, we have chosen to focus 
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on the Iraq War, as the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers can be related to the war. Our approach to 
our problem areas locally and globally is going to be a societal analysis on how the society 
actively have a part in creating asylum seekers, and our other approach to the problem area is 
going to be a political discourse analysis on how laws and politics affect asylum seekers and also 
have a part in the creation of asylum seekers. Our project’s political section will mainly focus on 
the Danish government’s and EU’s refugee policy today and on the current time, where the 
Brorson’s Church incident took place. 
 
Literature review: 
We used the convention and protocol UNHCR (1951) Convention and Protocol relating to the 
Status of Refugees. The UN Refugee Agency, Office of the United Nation High Commissioner for 
Refugees, which is related to the status of refugees. This convention and protocol was used to 
understand what a refugee is, what there is meant by receiving Prima Farcie status, and 
understanding the different laws and rules regarding refugees. 
 
Bo Elkjær’s Kære statsminster! - Løgnen om krigen i Irak: (Dear Prime Minister! - The lie about 
the Iraq War). This book is written by the journalist Bo Elkjær who used to work for the 
newspaper, Ekstra Bladet and published by Ekstra Bladets Forlag. We have used this book to get 
a broad understanding of what arguments were used by Anders Fogh Rasmussen, who was the 
Prime Minister of Denmark at that point of time, in order to participate in the Iraq War. This 
book was also used to investigate whether or not Saddam Hussein and Iraq were in the 
possession of weapons of mass destruction, which was investigated by multiple people from 
different organizations, and it was also used to understand how the situation was between Iraq 
and the rest of the world before the Iraq War. And this book was also used to get a smaller 
understanding of how the refugee situation between Denmark and Iraq was before the Iraq War. 
Furthermore, this book was also used to achieve a general understanding of the cause behind the 
war.  
 
Furthermore, during our project we want to implement the books Larsen, Henrik (1997) Foreign 
Policy and Discourse Analysis, France, Britain and Europe. Routledge Advances in 
International Relations and Politics and Cameron, Fraser (2007) An Introduction to European 
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Foreign Policy. Routledge, for the reason that discourse analysis is important to apply when 
talking about foreign policy in Denmark in relation to refugees and how the ‘message’ or the 
political agenda was perceived. This will be made, in addition, to the two aspects; societal and 
political aspect, because the discourse analysis is important due to the different interpretations of 
a given message, by looking at who is sending the message and who is receiving it.  
 
Taking point of departure in the Danish foreign policy, we want to see the relationship between 
the foreign policy and the discourse analysis. In the book Foreign Policy and Discourse 
Analysis, France, Britain and Europe by Henrik Larsen, the discourse analysis is presented as an 
alternative approach to foreign policy analysis. By using the book, we want to gain further 
information about the rhetoric forms that were used towards the refugees and the global forum, 
even though, that Denmark was expected to react differently at that time, due to their 
interference in the Iraq War. Furthermore, Henrik Larsen touches on the aforementioned 
relationship between discourse analysis and foreign policy, where he specifically demonstrates 
the importance of political discourse in shaping foreign policy, and how the discourse approach, 
additionally, can be seen as a tool of understanding foreign policy. Nonetheless, we are aware of 
the problems that might appear when writing about the political aspects. Therefore, we have 
taken the consequence of this and delimited the area by only writing about the foreign policy in a 
specific chosen time period and make a discourse analysis of the perception of the policy. 
However, by using the book by Henrik Larsen, we are also aware of that the book is made for 
another purpose than analysing Danish foreign policy, which means that we have to be carefully 
drawing any conclusions regarding politics or discourses by only looking at results in the book, 
because Henrik Larsen has been looking at different variables than us. Hence, we want to use the 
book as a supplement and inspiration for the discourse analysis we want to provide. In general, 
we want to apply and reference to some of the methods and techniques that is used in order to 
analyse the political discourse in Denmark in the specific time period about the incident in the 
Brorson’s Church with the Iraqi refugees.  
Moreover, in the book An Introduction to European Foreign Policy by Fraser Cameron we will, 
similarly to the book by Henrik Larsen, use the information to gain knowledge and to further 
analyze and look at the political discourse. Our discourse analysis will take its point of departure 
in these two books, even though; their focus is specifically the EU. The reason why we have 
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decided to include these two books is because that Denmark is a part of the EU and we have to 
look at both aspects, due to the impact the EU have to their allies. Denmark cannot make their 
own policies without following some specific orders established by the EU. The membership in 
EU has some certain terms that each country has to accept and implement in their political 
agenda. Nonetheless, Fraser Cameron focuses on very important factors that we are about to 
draw on in our research project. For instance, he is making a case study about the Iraq War, 
meaning that we can cover the issues from both sides; before the Iraqis decided to move from 
Iraq and when they arrived to Denmark and then become refugees and sought asylum. As 
mentioned before, we know that the book is not made for the purpose we are using it for, which 
means that our findings and conclusions are not very precise, since it can lead to a generalization 
or misleading of the information stated in the books.  
 
Moreover, we have decided to implement academic articles for the reason that they cover the 
asylum seeker problem. Hence, we have determined to draw on the articles Rydgren, Jens (2004) 
Explaining the Emergence of Radical Right-Wing Populist Parties: The Case of Denmark and 
Rydgren, Jens (2008) Immigration sceptics, xenophobes or racists? Radical right-wing voting in 
six West European countries in order to understand the topic from a Danish aspect in an 
objective way. The first article written by Rydgren (2004) is used for the reason too see and 
identify the shifting interpretation of the immigrants, as the article covers the rhetoric towards 
the immigrants and the subsequent issue regarding the immigrants who are seen as people who 
are threatening the Danish society’s norms and values and draining the welfare state. The second 
article written by Rydgren (2008) is used for the reason to identify the new form of racism 
towards the immigrants in form of a new kind of anti-immigrant frame. Moreover, the article 
describe the anti-immigrant frame, as an agenda who has mobilised people to vote for the Danish 
radical right-wing, as the labelling and framing of the immigrants and asylum seekers have had 
an impact on the native Danish population to vote for the radical right parties, even though 
Rydgren does not reveal that the political discourse did not directly have an effect on the 
people’s choice to vote for the radical right wing. 
  
In addition, we have decided to implement another academic article Harper, Andrew (2008) 
Iraq’s refugees: ignored and unwanted. International Review of the Red Cross, Vol. 90 No. 869. 
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UNHCR’s Iraq Support Unit, which is used for the reason to describe the European community 
as a closed society using a more intensive border security causing an increasing gap between 
people of the world society. In addition, the article argues that this intervention has made it more 
difficult to access Europe ‘illegally’. Moreover, we have used the article to understand how the 
international community has determined the Iraqi refugees and asylum seekers. Primarily we 
wanted to investigate whether the Iraqi refugees were granted the Prima Farcie status, because of 
the laws and conditions regarding this. It was also useful when concluding this project, because 
the Prima Farcie status could have been neglected or violated in many cases including the 
Brorson’s Church Incident. 
 
Moreover, we have used the academic article Mouritsen, Per and Olsen, Tore Vincents (2013) 
Denmark between liberalism and nationalism. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 2013 Vol. 36, No. 4, 
pp. 691–710, for the reason that the article covers the changing behaviour towards the asylum 
seekers, which has gone from being more tolerant to intolerant. Mouritsen and Olsen argues that 
the Danish society beforehand was more open-minded and tolerant towards immigrants, as they 
were seen as staying in Denmark only temporarily as guest workers. This case has changed later 
on, as the first ‘immigrants’ decided to stay in Denmark permanently and integrate into the 
Danish society and enjoying the full benefits and rights in Denmark. However, we will not go 
fully in depth with that, as the time span we are focusing on are different, even though it is 
important to mention when the shift in the interpretation of the immigrants started. Additionally, 
Mouritsen and Olsen (2013) argues that Denmark has gone from being one the most liberal 
societies in the world giving the immigrants the full rights of enjoying the social benefits and the 
welfare state, to a more xenophobic society who are seen as a more closed society now. 
Moreover, the article focuses on the development of the immigration, since we have more ‘new 
Danes’ today compared to before, as the immigration preceding was more recent and 
compelling. This progress has turned Denmark into a multicultural society, which they were 
sceptical of at the first hand. Due to the multicultural society, the right-wing political parties 
gained more attention, as they placed the immigrant issue on top of their political agenda. The 
article focuses on how the rhetoric towards the immigrants and asylum seekers was at that time, 
and how it eventually influenced the native Danish population’s interpretation and view on 
immigrants and asylum seekers. In addition, Harper applies the aspect of integrating the 
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‘foreigners’ by looking at laws and interventions in order to prevent forced marriages and reduce 
immigration.  
 
An additional academic article we have chosen to apply is Rytter, Mikkel and Holm Pedersen, 
Marianne (2014) A decade of suspicion: Islam and Muslims in Denmark after 9/11, Ethnic and 
Racial Studies, 37:13, pp. 2303-2321, Routledge Informa Ltd. The reason why we have decided 
to apply this article is because it gives an insight of how the increasing terrorism have had an 
impact on the new security dimension in order to prevent against threatening people to the 
Danish society. Moreover, the article by Rytter and Holm Pedersen portrays the foreigners’ 
feelings, as they are unwanted.  
 
Further, we have also chosen to apply the article Wren, Karen (2001) Cultural racism: something 
rotten in the state of Denmark? School of Geography and Geosciences, University of St Andrews, 
UK. Social & Cultural Geography, Vol. 2, No. 2, pp. 141-162. Routledge Taylor & Francis 
group, as it helps us to understand the issue from another angle, due to her focus on the ‘cultural 
racism’. As Wren claims, beforehand Denmark has been seen as liberal and tolerant state. 
Nonetheless, Denmark has undergone a change in the country’s legitimacy and identity, due to 
their membership and participation in the EU, as the union has played an important role in 
Denmark’s policy-making and political discourse towards foreigners.   
 
Lars Jørgensen’s Hvad sagde vi! ...om ‘’De Andre’’. Den udlændingepolitiske debat i Folketinget 
1961 - 1999. (What did we say! … About ‘’The Others’’. The political debate on immigration in 
the Danish Parliament between 1961 - 1999). This PhD dissertation by Lars Jørgensen examines 
the political debate in Denmark between 1962 and 1999 on immigration, refugee and integration 
policies. The focus is based on debates in the Danish parliament with the main objective to be 
able to prepare and clarify the progress of attitudes, opinions and views among the political 
parties on this topic. Furthermore how the changes throughout this timeline changes the ideology 
of the parties towards the concept of integrating an ethnical minority. The theoretical approach in 
this PhD dissertation focuses on two main aspects. The first aspect is how the political system in 
Denmark works on various levels. The second aspect is on cultural studies of the encounter 
between ethnic minorities and the labour market system of the Danish welfare state. We can use 
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this PhD dissertation, since its focus and results will contribute to lay the historical background 
for the many foregoing years of political debate in the Danish parliament. Furthermore as 
mentioned above, this PhD dissertation’s theoretical approaches second aspects focus will help 
to clarify some of the reasons behind the definitive decision, which led to the deportation of the 
282 Iraqis whom which 80 of them sought refuge by occupying the Brorson’s Church in 
Copenhagen at Nørrebro back in 2009. This means that this PhD dissertation will not only 
describe and define the reasons and pre-on-going situations in the history prior to the Brorson’s 
Church incident. 
 
Another book that we are going to use is Kirkeasyl - en kamp for ophold. We want to use this 
book to tell the story about what happened in the months leading up to the incident, during the 
incident and after the incident. The book is interesting, as the authors behind the book are 
several, and some of them are from the operation Church Asylum, who gives their first-hand 
descriptions on what happened. Other notable authors, who have helped to compile the book, are 
Per Ramsdal who is a priest, politician Johanne Schmidt-Nielsen and general secretary of 
Amnesty International Lars Normann Jørgensen. Basically, we intend to use the book to obtain 
general knowledge on what happened during the Brorsons Church incident, and also what lead to 
the incident happening in the first place, in order to explain how asylum seekers are created and 
come to be. We are also going to use the political aspect that the book gives, as it paints a very 
good picture of how politics is the main problem during the whole incident, and politics also 
have an impact in the discussion of how asylum seekers are created. Furthermore, the book 
obtains many interviews with the asylum seekers who were present during the time of the 
incident. These interviews will be quoted and used to support the arguments on how the asylum 
seekers were treated, and how their lives were before they came to Denmark, as well as, to 
explain why they came to seek asylum in the church.  
Developing our content: 
Interpretivism (Philosophy of Social Science theory)  
In our project, we have decided to use our collected data in relation to several theories from 
different aspects learned from courses. Overall, we have decided to use the Interpretivism theory, 
in order to understand what social action people do and why people perform those social actions. 
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In relation to Max Weber’s understanding of how sociology is a science, which seeks to 
understand social actions through Interpretivism by interpreting social actions, in order to end up 
with a causal explanation. Shortly, Weber wanted to explain that before we try to understand 
social action we have to understand why the social action is done in the first place (Delanty and 
Strydom, 2003: 88).  
Communication theory (Discourse analysis) 
We have determined to implement discourse analysis in relation to the Communication Studies, 
as we find it useful to look at the different discourses towards the minority population in 
Denmark, the ‘foreigners’ and the ‘asylum seekers’. Nonetheless, we have used this approach of 
analysing, as it relates to the Interpretivism theory and therefore we found it suitable to 
implement the discourse analysis. The discourse analysis is an analytical approach that belongs 
to the sociocultural tradition and is fully interpretive. Moreover, we want to look at several 
discourses such as, political and nationalist discourses.  
 
Political aspect (Political Science)  
We have decided to focus on the political aspect, as we are looking at the policies that label and 
categorise people, which contradicts to the concept of ‘human rights’ (Heywood, A. 2013: 342). 
Moreover, the political changes have had an impact on the European and Danish society, and the 
political agenda, which has affected laws and policies created regarding asylum seekers. 
Denmark has experienced and undergone a change in its policymaking as their membership and 
participation in the EU requires them to adapt the EUs discourse towards immigrants, and 
therefore they will have to fulfil the requirements made by the EU laws and legislation.  
In addition, we want to look at the policies and laws, which have firstly categorised the 
individuals subject to asylum, but has also labelled and categorised them as a threat to the post-
modern society and its norms, values and traditions. This aspect relates to the societal aspect, as 
the political aspect has an impact on the societal aspect, which we will cover as well.  
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Societal aspect (Sociology)  
We have decided to implement the societal aspect, since we are, additionally as mentioned, 
focusing on the post-modern society from a sociological angle (Aakvaag et al. 2012), which can 
be related to our project in the line of identifying the cultural, religious and identity clashes. 
Furthermore, we want to look at how the dividing of the population between the ‘asylum 
seekers’ and the natives has been done. This relates to our project, because we look into why 
human beings seek ‘asylum’ in the first place. Moreover, we look into the factors that play a role 
in the creation of asylum seekers through the societal aspect, for instance the Kurdish asylum 
seekers from Iraq who fled from Iraq, some due to the sectarian civil war, which was caused by 
religious indifference and identity differences, which we also mainly focus on regarding the 
Kurdish asylum seekers. While the Iraqi asylum seekers were affected by religious differences, 
all in all, they are all affected by the societal changes.  
 
Methods/methodology: 
During this project, we have based our research on the creation of asylum seekers. To do this we 
will specifically be looking at the Iraq War, and how the discourse of politicians, used up to and 
after, changed the role and view on asylum seekers. Denmark took part in the Iraq War, and 
received a lot of Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers during the war, which lead up to the Brorsons 
Church incident, and the deportation of many asylum seekers. This brings us to several 
questions; such as the societal and political aspect of the issues, created by the Iraq War and 
further resulting in the creation of asylum seekers. 
In this project, we have chosen the inductive style of approach, since we go from a particular 
problem to a more general conclusion, for instance, by collecting data and evidence and then 
drawing a more general conclusion from the specific evidences. However, using this approach, 
the results can easily get too generalised and can easily miss specific info from the dataset that 
can make it inaccurate and the generalisation can show the opposite of what the data informs. 
Therefore, we will try backing up all our statements with references to peer reviewed books, 
journals and articles, which will be our main sources during this project. Furthermore, we will try 
to be careful when using websites, and only use official websites created by big world 
organisations, even though we are aware of that these organisations can be subjective, and only 
present what will be in the interest of these organisations.   
17 
Empirical data: 
This project is based on qualitative empirical data and very few quantitative data in form of 
numbers regarding the amount of asylum seekers were present in Denmark in a time span of 
2009 to 2012. We are aware of the inappropriate combination of qualitative and quantitative 
research, due to the incompatibilities that might follow with this way of approaching. 
Furthermore, it can be seen as a contrary to the epistemological and ontological assumptions 
because, for instance, statistics are based on numbers, while qualitative research can be seen as 
more subjective data (Bryman 2012: 405-631). However, we will also question the labelling of 
people, because it is not necessarily more objective to use statistical sources, because the people 
behind the research might have a subjective standpoint in, for instance, labelling people into 
different groups. Hence, we do not fully agree with Bryman with his point of view regarding the 
sources. Nonetheless, we will use the Bryman book as a source for our methodology.  
Furthermore, we will also be using secondary sources. The advantage of using secondary sources 
are that it can help us to clarify the research question and thus keep our focus on point, in regards 
to our delimitation on the time span that we want to research. However, we are well aware of that 
it can consist of incomplete information that can give us the wrong idea of what a specific idea is 
meant to state. Additionally, there is needed to be aware that personal opinions might occur.  
Problem area: 
The topic of asylum seekers is very broad, and a lot of different topics within the topic can be 
used as problem areas. Nonetheless, many of the problem areas would still be so broad that, 
another problem area can be developed within the problem area something that we are aware of 
and we intentionally seek to stay away from. The topic of asylum seekers is also a very sensitive 
topic, as it has been widely debated, both locally here in Denmark and globally. What we want to 
investigate is the creation of asylum seekers. We want to research and understand how asylum 
seekers are created from a political and societal perspective. How politics and society actively 
participates in the creation of asylum seekers, through laws and policies and civil war and 
indifferences. The reason why we want to solely focus on how asylum seekers are created is 
because of the problem mentioned previously of having a problem area, which is too broad and 
from where a new problem area can be developed. By focusing solely on the creation of asylum 
seekers, we want to investigate the basic knowledge on asylum seekers. Who they are, what they 
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have experienced and what led them to seek asylum in a given country. To do this we need a 
specific problem or paradox, and of course have a time span to ensure that our problem area is 
narrowed as much down as possible so that another problem area cannot be developed. What we 
found to be in our interest was an incident, which happened in 2009 at Nørrebro, Copenhagen 
where 80 Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers sought asylum at a church because of their asylum 
request being denied and their impending deportation by the Danish authorities. We find the case 
to be highly interesting, as a lot of the cause factors of the incident can be used and relates to our 
research in the question of how asylum seekers came to be. We chose the incident of the 
Brorsons Church as a focus point, as it was highly televised and much-debated in not only the 
political forum but also by the Danish people in general. We also chose the incident, as we saw it 
to be a solid base form and foundation for our research in how asylum seekers came to be. The 
paradoxes that we found interesting in this incident were the fact that the Danish government had 
participated in the Iraq War, war which left Iraq in the state of a sectarian civil war leaving the 
involved countries in the Iraq War liable for the civil war. The Danish authorities did not grant 
the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers, something we found to be odd, as the Danish government had 
actively participated in the war. Asylum is widely seen as a human right, and a European 
government, such as the Danish denying the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers their asylum and their 
human right is a paradox in itself, leaving the decision up to discussion and research. Another 
paradox that we found interesting was the argument that the Danish authorities used to argue for 
their decision to deny the asylum seekers application. They argued that the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum 
seekers would not face persecution if deported back to Iraq and that they had not faced 
persecution before they came to Denmark, but at the same time the Department of Foreign 
Affairs had declared, that Iraq had been in a state of emergency since 2004 and highly advised 
against travelling there. All these factors and paradoxes are the reason why we found our topic to 
be worthy for our research question and why we found it applicable as a problem area.  
Research question:  
How did the war in Iraq and the discursive practices impact the societal and political aspect in 
the creation of asylum seekers? 
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Working questions: 
What is a refugee and what international laws are in place regarding refugees? 
What lead to the war in Iraq and why did Denmark join the war? 
What made the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers seek refuge in Denmark? 
What opinion did the Danish authorities and the Danish people hold regarding the Iraqi-Kurdish 
refugees and refugee policy? 
Why did the Danish authorities deny the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers asylum in Denmark? 
What political and societal issues did the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers face in Denmark? 
Which discourses, used by the politicians, can be identified in regard to the asylum seekers?  
Delimitation: 
Our problem area and research question revolve around asylum seekers and how they are 
created. To research this area, we will focus on the time span between 2008 and 2009. As this is 
the specific chosen period, we want to look at the incident of the Brorson’s Church. Texts and 
other empirical data before 2009 and post 2009 will also be used, to further investigate and 
understand the political and societal perspective on the creation of asylum seekers. We will 
research the creation of asylum seekers through a political perspective by focusing on the 
European Union and its legislations, which have an effect on Danish legislation because of 
Denmark’s membership of the EU. What this will bring forth is a research on how EU 
legislations, which can be seen as global, will have an effect at a local level in Denmark, and 
thus also affect the situation of the asylum seekers and help us understand further how asylum 
seekers come to be through a political viewpoint. Furthermore, we want research the creation of 
asylum seekers through a societal perspective. To understand this, we want to investigate what 
made the asylum seekers seek asylum, what their circumstances in their home countries were, in 
order to understand how asylum seekers came to be. We also want to focus on the Iraq War, as 
we identified it had both a political and societal impact on the asylum seekers. Firstly, because of 
the global politics surrounding the overthrowing of Saddam Hussein and the sectarian civil war 
that ensued afterwards, which was a societal problem on national identity and religion. Basically, 
by the research of the Iraq War, we want to research how it affected the creation of asylum 
seekers in Denmark, because of Denmark’s participation in the war.  
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Concepts: 
The Law  
The law is an important concept to use in our project regarding the refugee situation, the Iraq 
War caused, in Denmark. There are unique laws towards every topic. For instance, in order for 
Denmark to follow the United States of America in the war against Iraq and Saddam Hussein, 
the Prime minister of Denmark needs more than 50% of the available voters to support his or her 
reason to participate in the war. There are also unique laws towards refugees and asylum seekers. 
If the Danish government declares that the asylum seeker can be sent back to their own home, 
without being persecuted by their government, they are obligated to send the asylum seeker back 
to their own homeland. We will use the law, as a resource to investigate why Denmark joined the 
Iraq War and how they should treat the asylum seekers, whom they unintentionally created due 
to their participation in the war. 
Integration 
Integration is defined as something that becomes ‘whole’, for instance, in order for refugees and 
asylum seekers to become a part of the Danish society they would have to adapt to the Danish 
norms and traditions, and rather be seen as fully assimilated (Rydgren, 2004: 482). When 
looking at refugees in Denmark, it is important to understand the different implications they are 
going through, while they are trying to integrate and become part of the Danish society. For 
instance, the refugees might have psychological problems, due to their experiences.  
Discourse  
We will use the text by Jørgensen and Phillips in order to define discourse analysis and 
discursive practices. Jørgensen and Phillips define discourse analysis as a framework for 
understanding and studying different social spheres. Moreover, the discourse gives the ability to 
interpret and understand the language and the subject, which eventually cause a social change. 
Discourse analysis is related to our project in the sense of making an analysis of the political 
agenda towards the refugees, which was present at that time.  
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Human rights  
The concept of human rights is used in our project regarding the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers 
and their request of asylum in Denmark. Human rights is defined in article 16, section 1 in The 
International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance as: “No 
State Party shall expel, return ("refouler"), surrender or extradite a person to another State where 
there are substantial grounds for believing that he or she would be in danger of being subjected 
to enforced disappearance.” (United Nations 2009: 803). Human rights is believed to be rights, 
which every human being is entitled to just by being a human and they are universal in the sense 
that every human being is entitled to regardless of religion, gender and race. (Heywood, A. 2013) 
This relates to our project as the point of lives being in danger or not being in danger was made 
by both the Danish authorities and the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers and activists. The Danish 
authorities argued that if the asylum seekers were to be sent back home to civil war plagued Iraq, 
they would not be persecuted and neither were they when they came to Denmark. The Iraqi-
Kurdish activists and Danish activist argued that the asylum seekers were persecuted and they 
would also be persecuted if they were to be sent back.   
Chapter 1: Quick overview 
In this chapter we give a short introduction on the topic, and explain which variables have been 
used in writing the project. Furthermore we explain the refugee situation, and what a refugee is, 
according to several organizations, and what definition of a refugee, we use in our project since 
there are many different definitions of what a refugee is. 
Refugees 
The English dictionaries definition of a refugee is: “a person who has fled from some danger or 
problem, especially political persecution” (William Collins Sons & Co Ltd. 2012). This 
definition is straightforward, and defines a refugee as a person who has fled due to danger, 
political persecution or other problems. The problem with this definition is that it gives an 
overall explanation of what a refugee is instead of explaining the several ways a person can 
become a refugee. 
To begin with it is important to know the difference between an immigrant and a refugee. An 
immigrant is a person who has left the country he/she has citizenship in. The reason for leaving 
the country is mostly due to economic instability and lack of opportunities. A refugee, on the 
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other hand, is a person who has fled the country due to war, disease or persecution. To explain it 
in another way, an immigrant left the country willingly, while a refugee were forced to leave the 
country seeking refuge. 
According to the United Nations refugee convention held in 1951, in Genève, a refugee is 
defined as a person who has a “well-founded fear of being persecuted for reasons of race, 
religion, nationality, membership of a particular social group or political opinion, and is outside 
the country of his nationality and is unable or – having such a fear – that he/she do not want to 
seek protection of that country” (UNHCR.org, 2014: 14). 
According to the UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR) there are 15.2 million refugees in the world. 
These refugees have fled their countries, and meet the standards set by the UN refugee 
convention. 
The convention was held in Genève, and was approved on the 28th of July in 1951. The original 
convention was only limited to protect European refuges from before 1951, and after the end of 
the 2nd world war. This was changed in 1967 as a protocol removed the time limits, and applied 
to all countries in the world. 
  
Opposite these refugees, many human beings have fled their homes, and are now living in 
refugee camps, inside the borderers of their own countries. People like this are referred to, as an 
internally displaced person. These people have fled their home country, trying to avoid civil 
wars, armed conflicts, racial and religious persecution, climate change and natural disasters. 
According to UNHCR 26.4 million people are internally displaced, and are living in shelters and 
camps, set up by the UN and humanitarian organizations such as Red Cross and UNICEF.   
  
Asylum seekers 
People often mistake the terms asylum seeker and refugee, as being the same thing. It is 
important to describe the term asylum seeker before going in depth with the project, as the 
project is dealing more with asylum seekers than refugees. The Brorsons Church incident that 
will be described later in the project, were Iraqi asylum-seekers even though are large part of the 
media described them as refugees. 
Where refugees are people, whose claim have been evaluated and meet the requirements from 
the UN convention in 1951, asylum seekers are people who call themselves refugees, but their 
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claim has not been definitively evaluated. The claim of the asylum seekers is often evaluated in 
national asylum systems, which decide which asylum seekers qualify for international protection. 
Those who are judged to not meeting the requirements of a refugee, and not being of immediate 
need of international protection can be sent back to the country they fled from. 
It is therefore important that the national asylum system is efficient, fast and fair. An efficient 
system will minimize the risk, of people not meeting the requirements, being encouraged to 
make a claim for asylum. This will benefit the hosting country, whose intentions mostly are to 
help those in need, but also those refugees for whom the system was created for in the first place. 
These claims are assessed through individual asylum interviews and paperwork. Therefore it is 
nearly impossible to assess each and every asylum-seeker, during mass movements of refugees. 
In such circumstances the national asylum systems can decide not to evaluate each and every one 
independently, but instead evaluate them as a group, as it is more evident why a large group has 
fled, than why a single person decided to flee. Such groups are declared as “prima facie” 
refugees. 
  
“Prima facie” refugees occur under different circumstances, such as war or natural disasters. In 
the UNHCR – handbook these refugees are described with these words: 
“While refugee status must normally be determined on an individual basis, situations have also 
arisen in which entire groups have been under circumstances indicating that members of the 
group could be considered individually as refugees. In such situations, the need to provide 
assistance is extremely urgent and it may not be possible for purely practical reasons to carry out 
an individual determination of a refugee status for each member of the group. Recourse has 
therefore been had to the so-called “group determination” of refugee status, whereby each 
member of the group is regarded prima facie as a refugee.” (Geneva-academy.ch, 2014). 
  
Over the last fifty years, this approach has been used in all parts of the world. First it was used 
during the 1956 Hungarian failed revolution, as refugees fled from the communist regime 
controlled by the Soviet Union. Later this approach has been used in different parts of Africa and 
Asia, and has been very effective. 
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The reason this approach is interesting regarding our project is that the Iraqi refugees from 
Central and Southern Iraq were granted “prima facie” status since January 2007 (Harper, A. 
2008: 175.), and the Bronson’s Church incident took place 2 years later in 2009. 
 
International refugee laws 
Refugee laws differ from country to country, even though a part of the international law deals 
with the refugee’s rights and protects them. These laws are related to the international human 
right laws and humanitarian laws, which deal with human right and how wars are handled. 
Article 14 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights clearly states,” (...) everyone has the 
right to seek and enjoy asylum in other countries, when fleeing from persecution.” (Geneva-
academy.ch, 2014). 
The United Nations Convention in 1951 and the 1967 Protocol by the UN guides the national 
constitutes concerning asylum. For instance the protocol states that persecution can be by race, 
nationality, caste, political opinions, religious beliefs and participation in any particular social 
groups or activities. 
These laws are mostly built on principles, and depend on each country’s political agenda and 
culture. As an example on this, some countries have started to accept victims of sexual 
persecution, and provide them with asylum, while some countries have denied accepting these 
asylum seekers, mostly because these asylum seekers in larger parts are homo-sexual, and are 
looked down at in large parts of the world since it is still a taboo and looked down upon in many 
parts of the world. 
Another law in the 1951 Convention, which is built on morals and principals is a law called non-
refoulement. Under Article 33 in the Convention it is made forbidden to return a refugee to a 
region where the refugee will be under risk of persecution: “No Contracting State shall expel or 
return a refugee in any manner whatsoever to the frontiers of territories where his life or freedom 
would be threatened on account of his race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular 
social group or political opinion.” (Unesco.org, 2014). 
This law is expected to be followed by every country in the world, even though the country has 
not accepted the 1951 Convention. This law or article is very important to remember in this 
project. When Denmark rejected the Iraqi asylum seekers, who sought refuge in Brorson’s 
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Church, they must had assessed the situation in Iraq to be safe, and judged that the Iraqis 
wouldn’t be in an immediate danger for persecution.  
 
Refugees in Denmark 
As most countries in the world there exist refugees in Denmark as well.  Denmark has accepted 
and signed several international deals and is now required to accept refugees. Denmark has 
signed both the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and also the UN Convention from 
1951, and cannot send back people who fulfil the conditions in the Convention. 
Since the failed revolution in Hungary, approximately 132.000 people have received asylum in 
Denmark. 
Everybody can receive asylum in Denmark, even though Denmark send a lot of refugees back to 
where they came from. Not being able to send them back to the countries they fled from, The EU 
countries, in 2006 decided that the asylum-seekers could only get their case looked at in one 
European country, mostly being the first European country the refugees arrived to. Therefore 
Denmark and other countries, send the refugees back to the European countries they first arrived 
to, so they can get their case looked at there. In the year of 2011, 3.806 people sought asylum in 
Denmark, where 2.249 received asylum. 
500 of the 2.249 were accepted because of a deal between Denmark and UNHCR. This deal 
forces Denmark to accept approximately 500 refugees. In Denmark these refugees are called 
UN-refugees, and are refugees that usually lived in refugee camps, but couldn’t stay there 
anymore and couldn’t return to their country of origin, and therefore need to be resettled in 
another country. These refugees are carefully selected by the foreign office, which interviews the 
candidates in trips to the refugee camps. These refugees receive asylum as soon as they get 
selected, and therefore they do not need to seek asylum upon arrival. 
The process of finding the right candidates for asylum is very strict and careful. First the asylum 
seekers are interviewed and the interviews are studied closely. The purpose of this is to make 
sure that the asylum seekers are at risk of persecution if they return to their country of origin. If 
the asylum is declined, the case is automatically appealed to the refugee board, which has the last 
word. When refugees gain asylum, there permit of residence is temporary.  If the situation in 
their home country changes to be safer, the permit of residence is lifted, and they are sent back to 
their country of origin. An example of this could be the Iraqi refugees, who came to Denmark 
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during Denmark’s participation in the Iraq War, and later they were sent back, and sought refuge 
in Brorsons Church after the war had ended.  
Chapter 2: The Iraq War and Denmark 
 
War is a terrible thing to experience. That goes for all wars, civil wars, revolutions and terrorism 
and all acts of violence, where people live with the constant fear for their life. A war might have 
a public winner but in reality it does not have a winner, it has two losers. People, who 
experienced the Iraq War, have all lost something. Many people had to flee from Iraq because of 
the war lead by the Americans. Many houses were torn down; a lot of people lost their life, lost a 
friend, lost some family members or even lost a part of themselves. The things people see can 
traumatize them for the rest of their life. War is a horrific concept with awful consequences. The 
Iraq War was no different. According to the book Kære statsminister! - løgnen om krigen i Irak, 
which will be used as the main source of this chapter, the Americans, the Danes and even the 
Iraqis did not know the real reason for the war. This chapter will look into the statements of both 
the President of the United States of America, George W. Bush, and the Prime Minister of 
Denmark, Anders Fogh Rasmussen. Saddam Hussein, who at the time led the Sunni Baath party, 
was oppressing the Shiite Muslims and the Kurds in northern Iraq. He was also behind the attack 
and the attempted invasion of Kuwait in 1990. The main argument for the Iraq War in 2003 was 
that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction, and was close to developing nuclear weapons. 
It was not true. Almost all of the NATO countries supported the United States decision of going 
engaging in the war against Iraq; there were a few countries that refused to support the US, such 
as Germany and France. Denmark, United Kingdom, Italy and Spain supported the US because it 
is a strategic move to keep a superpower, such as the US, as an ally. 
 
The book Kære statsminister! - løgnen om krigen i Irak is written by Bo Elkjær who was born in 
Denmark in the year 1966. He is a Danish journalist, who worked for the newspaper Ekstra 
Bladet and he was awarded with the Cavling award in 2003 for his white paper, “Løgnen om 
krigen - krigen om løgnen.” 
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After the first Gulf War ended in 1991, the UN demanded that Iraq disposed their toxic and 
biological weapons. In order to make sure that Iraq had disposed all their weapons the UN sent a 
special commission known as The United Nations Special Commission (UNSCOM). 
In December 1998 the UNSCOM were no longer allowed in Iraq by the Iraqi government, this 
action by the Iraqis lead to a bombing that lasted three days, which was known as Operation 
Desert Fox (Elkjær: 2008).  
 
In the spring of 2003 President George W. Bush declared war against Iraq, which was ruled by 
Saddam Hussein at that period. It was on the 18th of March that the Danish government decided 
to participate in President Bush’s ‘war against terror’. Denmark had more than one reason to 
participate in the war. Besides from Bush’s ultimatum, which he gave on the 20th of September 
2001: “Either you are with us, or you are with the terrorists.” Even though this speech was 
directed towards Afghanistan and the terror organization Taliban, was later used in Bush’s war 
against terror. This put Denmark, NATO and the rest of the world in a situation where they either 
had to support Bush in his war, or they would have to deal with the consequences of supporting 
the terrorists. President Bush believed that Saddam Hussein had weapons of mass destruction, 
which could become a threat to the US and the rest of the world. Bush also had reason to believe 
that Saddam Hussein was working with the terrorist group Al-Qaeda, an assumption made 
because of meetings between the Iraqi Intelligence Service and Al-Qaeda. Bush claimed that the 
reason for the meeting was to plan terrorist attacks on the US.  Elkjær argues that: “The threat of 
terrorism and the fear that Iraq would hand over its weapons of mass destruction to terrorists 
was, both in the United States and in Denmark, one of the most important arguments for going to 
war against Iraq.”1 (Translated. Elkjær, 2008: 87). It was in January 2002, 4 months after 9/11, 
that Iraq was place in Bush’s “axis of evil” along with Iran and North Korea. This was not only a 
war against terrorists; it was also war against anyone who chose to support terror or terrorists. 
“Our second goal is to stop regimes that sponsor terror, from threatening America or our friends 
and allies with weapons of mass destruction.”2 (Translated, Elkjær: 2008, pp.19).   
 
                                                
1 “Terrortruslen og frygten for, at Irak ville udlevere sine masseødelæggelsesvåben til terrorister var, både i USA og i Danmark, et af 
de vigtigste argumenter for at gå i krig mod Irak.” (Elkjær, B. 2008: 87) 
2 “Vores andet mål er at forhindre regimer, der sponsorerer terrorisme, i at true Amerika og vores venner og allierede med 
masseødelæggelsesvåben.” (Elkjær, B. 2008: 19) 
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With these words, President Bush decided to investigate further in the weapon production of 
Iraq, in order to be prepared for terror. In a meeting in the United Nations, Bush claimed that 
Saddam Hussein was a threat and that his weapons of mass destruction had to be neutralized. 
These weapons of mass destruction could turn out to become a threat to the Danish people as 
well, so it was also a reason for Denmark to participate in the war. 
 
 The invasion of Iraq started on the 20th of March 2003. This operation was known as ‘Operation 
Iraqi Freedom’ (originally known as Operation Iraqi Liberation) and it lasted for 21 days. There 
were 4 countries that played a part in Operation Iraqi Freedom; the United States, the United 
Kingdom, Poland and Australia. Years later after the war had ended; it became clear to the world 
that Iraq and Saddam Hussein did not have any weapons of mass destruction (Elkjær: 2008).  
 
After the incident, which occurred on the September 11th in the US, Bush’s “war against terror” 
campaign received great support. After this day the top priority of the American government was 
first to secure the wellbeing of the Americans. Since it was not possible for the US to prove that 
Saddam Hussein had weapons of mass destruction, they had to use other reasons to invade Iraq. 
George Bush claimed that Iraq and Saddam Hussein were working with the terror organization 
Al-Qaeda and that Saddam Hussein was ruling his country as a reign of terror that gassed and 
killed its own people. 
 
Weapons of mass destruction 
In the year 2003 the Prime Minister of Denmark, Anders Fogh Rasmussen, and the elected 
government: Danish People’s Party (DF), The Conservative People’s Party (K) and The Left 
Party (V) had the majority of the votes where 61 voted yes, 50 voted no and 68 were not present 
during the vote (See appendix 1) and it was agreed that Denmark should participate in the war 
against Saddam Hussein’s weapons of mass destruction. On the 21st of March 2003 Anders 
Fogh Rasmussen explained, in a press conference, the main reasons for Denmark to participate in 
the war against Saddam Hussein’s reign of terror. These reasons were divided into 8 points.  
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In these 8 points, Anders Fogh Rasmussen claims “(…) Saddam Hussein is a dictator who 
oppresses his own people and kills and tortures his opposition.” (Translated. Elkjær, B. 2008: 7)3 
He then claims that Saddam Hussein is dictator who suppresses his own people and that Saddam 
Hussein used poison gas against his own people. Another argument that was used by Fogh 
Rasmussen is that Saddam Hussein had started multiple wars against his neighbouring countries, 
and “(…) Saddam Hussein had obvious connections to terrorists and may still have 
it.”(Translated. Elkjær, B. 2008: 7)4. In the war against terror, Saddam Hussein’s connection 
with terrorists was a serious matter, which required the international community to interact. 
Saddam Hussein was informed that he should disarm his army of weapons; however, it was 
believed that he ignored the demands, since he had thrown out the weapon inspectors out of Iraq 
in 1998. Anders Fogh Rasmussen then continued claiming that Saddam Hussein had not 
accounted for at least 80 tonnes of mustard gas, about 6500 chemical bombs, thousands of litres 
of anthrax, and large quantities of biological toxins.  
Besides from toxic weapons, there was also the fear of Saddam obtaining nuclear weapons. 
“In addition, the dangerous threat of long-range missiles and the risk that he will soon possess 
nuclear weapons.” (Translated. Elkjær, B. 2008: 8)5. After these statements, Denmark was 
officially part of the war (Elkjær, B. 2008). 
 
The fear of Saddam Hussein obtaining nuclear weapons had to be investigated so that it was 
possible to prepare for a counter attack. The US feared that if Saddam Hussein was to obtain 
these weapons, it could disturb the world peace. In February 2002 the retired ambassador, Joseph 
Wilson was sent to Niger by orders from the Vice President of the United States, Dick Cheney, 
in order to investigate the claim that Iraq was trying to buy uranium from Niger.  
On his trip to investigate the uranium deal between Niger and Iraq, Joseph Wilson came back 
with one conclusion. The deal never took place. “It did not take long to reach the conclusion that 
it was highly doubtful that such a deal ever took place.” (Elkjær, B. 2008: 21)6. 
 
                                                
3 “(…) Saddam Hussein er en diktator, der undertrykker sit eget folk og dræber og torturerer sine modstandere.” (Elkjær, B. 2008: 7) 
4 “(…) Saddam Hussein har haft åbenlyse forbindelser til terrorister og muligvis stadigvæk har det.” (Elkjær, B. 2008: 7) 
5 “Dertil kommer den farlige trussel fra langtrækkende missiler og risikoen for, at han snart vil råde over atomvåben.” (Elkjær, B. 
2008: 8) 
6 “Det tog ikke lang tid at nå konklusionen, at det var stærkt tvivlsomt, om en sådan handel nogensinde havde fundet sted.” (Elkjær, 
B. 2008: 21) 
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Wilson’s findings, which proved that Iraq had not been trying to buy uranium, could have ended 
the debate whether or not Iraq was in the possession of nuclear weapons or if they were trying to 
obtain it. Wilson’s findings were not used. The US had more than one reason to believe that 
Saddam Hussein was trying to arm himself with nuclear weapons. “Iraq has made several 
attempts to buy reinforced aluminium tubes used to enrich uranium for nuclear weapons.” 
(Elkjær, B. 2008: 31)7. The second reason the US had, was the fact the Iraq had been buying 
reinforced aluminium tubes, which can be used to enrich uranium. It was later documented that 
the aluminium tubes were used to create legal rockets.  (Elkjær: 2008) 
 
What the United States of America, England, Denmark and other countries feared was the 
possibility that Saddam Hussein was in the possession of weapons of mass destruction. Even 
though their investigation of both, the Niger deal in Africa and the reinforced aluminium tubes 
turned out to be nothing illegal.  
 
It was on the 22nd of February where the retired ambassador, Joseph Wilson, was sent to Niger 
to investigate the uranium deal between Iraq and Niger. On the 19th of December, the IAEA 
(International Atomic Energy Agency) requested that the US government had to release the 
documentation they had regarding their statement, which claimed that Iraq indeed had bought 
uranium from Niger. On the 7th of March the IAEA’s director proved that the US documents 
were counterfeited. According to the book, Kære statsminister! - løgnen om krigen i Irak, the 
Danish parliament were discussing whether or not Denmark should participate in the war against 
Iraq, the debate lasted from the 19th of March to the 21st of March. A part of the discussion was 
about the uranium deal, which they believed had taken place between Niger and Iraq. The fact 
that the IAEA had proved that the deal and the documents to be counterfeited was not mentioned 
by the Danish Prime Minister, it was still being used as a reason to join the US in their war 
against terror. (Elkjær, B. 2008) 
 
                                                
7 “Irak har gjort flere forsøg på at købe forstærkede aluminiumsrør, der bruges til at berige uran til kernevåben.” (Elkjær, B. 2008: 
31) 
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Iraqi refugees in Denmark 
This war led to many Iraqi refugees. A refugee is a person who has left his home country 
because he had to flee from persecution, usually because of race, religion, political activities, 
among other things. A refugee is a person who is in danger of losing his life, be imprisoned and 
tortured or have his human rights violated in his own country. When the refugees arrive to 
Denmark there are certain rules and laws that apply to them. As mentioned before, we are aware 
that the information we gather from websites, such as Dansk Flygtningehjælp might be 
subjective because of their agenda and organization purpose of aiding refugees. 
 
In the year 1948 Denmark signed the United Nations Declaration of human rights, which states 
that everyone has the right to seek and obtain asylum against persecution, in other countries. 
Besides from the UND, Denmark has also signed the UN Refugee Convention. Thus Denmark 
has committed itself not to send people who are fleeing their home country and who meets the 
Convention's conditions, back to their country of origin. Also the UN Convention on torture and 
The European Convention on human rights protect people at risk of torture or other serious 
assaults, and also against being sent back to their home country.  
The so-called ' non-refoulement principle ' that refugees should not be returned their country if 
there is a chance of them being persecuted, have gradually been given status of international 
customary law and applies to all countries, regardless of which international conventions the 
country has signed. (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
Some asylum seekers from Iraq, who travel to Denmark in order to obtain asylum, will pass 
multiple countries where there is no risk of being persecuted or being sent back. The asylum 
seekers can be sent back to these other countries if their application for asylum gets denied. 
The countries of the European Union joined in 2006 the Dublin Regulation, which specifies that 
asylum seekers should have their case dealt with in one country only in the European Union, 
which often is the first country within the EU's borders, they have passed. 
 
If the asylum seekers move further around the EU without having obtained asylum, they will be 
sent back to the first country they arrived to in the EU borderline. Many refugees travel to 
Europe through the Mediterranean Sea or through Turkey. In 2011, Denmark requested the other 
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EU countries to take care of 926 asylum seekers cases since they were dealing with too many. In 
2011, 3.806 people sought asylum in Denmark, which statistically is less than what they had the 
year before, which was 5.115 asylum seekers. It is 1309 fewer than in 2010, but the figure has 
been rising since 2006. In 2011, 2.249 refugees were granted a residence permit in Denmark.  In 
2011, 2.630 asylum seekers had to leave Denmark before their case was settled or because their 
application was denied. Most of them travelled home voluntarily, while a fewer number had to 
be guided all the way back by the police. (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
If the Refugee Board rejects an asylum seekers application, the applicant typically has 7 days to 
leave the country. If the applicant refuses to leave voluntarily, it is the duty of the national police 
to provide the asylum seeker a valid passport and create an agreement with the authorities of the 
refused applicant’s country of origin, but his departure may take some time, if the conditions in 
his home country are too critical. But not all the rejected applicants can be sent back to their own 
country. In some cases, the conditions in the applicant’s homeland can be so insecure due to 
conflicts or war, that it is not possible to send asylum seekers back. This can be seen in more 
recent days, compared to the Iraqi refugees, in countries such as Syria, Libya, and many other 
countries who were involved in the Arab Spring. In some cases the country refuses to take back 
their citizens, while other countries refuses to take back rejected asylum seekers. This is 
commonly seen in Iran. (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
They are allowed to stay in Denmark under supervision. Their case will then be handled by the 
Danish court or by an international court, if possible. This is similar to refugees and asylum 
seekers who have received their permit of residence. If they were to commit a serious act of 
crime, which would cause them to lose their permit, they would still be able to live in Denmark 
under special circumstances due to war or conflicts in their own country. In these cases, it is the 
authorities’ job to judge whether they can be sent back or not.  (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 
2012) 
 
Most of the refugees who live in Denmark are placed around Copenhagen and other major cities. 
When refugees have been given asylum, Danish Immigration Service determines which city they 
will be staying in during their three-year integration programme. The Danish immigration 
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service’s goal is to create a more equal distribution of refugees and immigrants in the country's 
many cities. As a result, the vast majority of new refugees are spread to areas outside the bigger 
cities in Denmark.  The municipalities must provide the newly arrived refugees a place to live.    
Refugees can usually not move to another city or municipality during their integration period of 
three years. If a refugee wants to move to another city, before his 3 year long integration period 
has ended, the new municipality must approve it. If a refugee moves without approval, he can 
lose the right to follow the refugee program, and the community can reduce or stop the payment 
of financial assistance. (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
For some people, the road to achieve asylum in another country it is much more difficult and full 
of obstacles. Refugees can find themselves in a situation where they have to obtain false 
passports and visas. Hence, many people find it necessary to pay agent or smugglers to get visas, 
passports to help their journey. The reason why the refugees are obtaining false documents is in 
order to lower the chance of persecution by the authorities from their own country. If some 
refugees are travelling by airplane with false visas, the airline will receive a fine and the refugees 
will be sent back to where they came from. In Denmark, there are a few exception and refugees 
from certain countries who cannot receive visa in Denmark. Before the year 2002, it was 
possible for refugees to apply for asylum in local Danish embassies.  In Denmark, the police in 
Centre Sandholm will receive most of refugees and asylum seekers. ‘Sandholmslejren’ or Centre 
Sandholm is a refugee camp up in Northern Sealand. Since 1985 it has been used as a receiving 
centre by Danish Red Cross. Some refugees try to seek asylum from the police in Kastrup 
airport, the Central Station in Copenhagen while others try to obtain asylum in the Danish-
German border. (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
Denmark has an agreement with the UN refugee agency UNHCR to receive about 500 refugees 
per year. These refugees are known as UN-refugees. These refugees often stay in refugee camps, 
because they cannot be sent back home, but these refugees cannot stay in Denmark as well. They 
are obligated to relocate to another country. Sick refugees who require medical attention are 
prioritized. The UN-refugees are selected by the Danish Immigration Service, through research 
and interviews conducted in the areas where the refugees have been. The Danish Refugee 
Council participates in these interviews as an independent humanitarian organisation; they are 
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voluntarily trying to help the refugees. The UN-refugees does not have to apply for asylum upon 
arrival to Denmark, since they are being granted residence permit through the selection. (DFH 
Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
Refugees can have their spouse and young children come to Denmark as well. But this does not 
go the other way around. Grown children and parents to refugees can, as a general rule, not come 
to Denmark for the purpose of reuniting their family. In order for a refugee to make sure his or 
her foreign spouse can arrive to Denmark, there are certain demands that need to be fulfilled.  
Some of these demands are that, the person who seeks to get his or her spouse to Denmark will 
have to be able to both provide himself and his spouse, they have to have a place, with a certain 
size to live and, by law, they will have to be at least 24 years old. The couple must also have a 
connection or any other reason to choose Denmark over any other country. And of course, if the 
person who is a resident in Denmark is not Danish himself, he will also have to fulfil the 
demands for permanent residence, which requires that the person who seeks permanent residence 
have to know the Danish language, and have worked legal in Denmark, to a certain level. There 
are some exceptions; some refugees can seek dispensation from certain requirements if they, due 
to the risk of being persecuted, cannot live as a family in their own country.  In order for 
refugees to obtain Danish citizenship, they are required by the law to have lived in Denmark for 
at least eight years. (DFH Dansk Flygtningehjælp, 2012) 
 
The Iraq War and Saddam Hussein caused thousands of Iraqis to flee Iraq as refugees. Even 
though it turned out that the war against Saddam Hussein’s weapons of mass destruction was 
based on incorrect information. The US and Denmark had many reason to believe that Saddam 
Hussein was in the possession of weapons of mass destruction, due to the uranium deal which 
they assumed took place in Niger and the fact that Saddam Hussein and Iraq was in the 
possession of reinforced aluminium tubes, and through some research and investigation, done by 
Joseph Wilson about the uranium deal done in Niger, it turned out to be a false claim. It was later 
discovered that the aluminium tubes were used to create legal rockets. The main reason the US 
and Denmark decided to declare war against Iraq, which was the fear of Saddam Hussein’s 
weapons of mass destruction, turned out to incorrect information. Some of the Iraqi refugees 
decided to come to Denmark, because they felt that they their chance to obtain asylum were 
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bigger in Denmark due to their participation in the war. The conditions the refugees received in 
Denmark were optimistic; there was the possibility of a family reunion. The refugees who 
arrived in Denmark were also granted protection from persecution and thanks to many 
organizations, such as the Danish Red Cross who could provide the refugees with needed 
assistance.  Even if the refugee’s application for asylum was denied, it was still possible for them 
to apply for asylum in other European countries.  
 
During the Iraq War, many Iraqis fled Iraq due to life threatening conditions. These refugees 
refused to go back to Iraq. They feared what would happen if they returned, hence they refused 
to cooperate with the national police or the laws of Denmark. This fear is what motivated people 
to stay in Denmark under all circumstances. In some cases, the refugees work to together in order 
to achieve a place of residence. The incident at Brorson’s Church is an example of scared and 
confused refugees demanding asylum, and fighting for asylum even though the Danish 
authorities denied it. 
 
Chapter 3: Brorson’s incident 
Introduction: What happened?  
In the summer of 2009, on the 13th of August the Brorson’s Church on Nørrebro became the 
centre of the debate on immigrants, when Iraqi and Kurdish asylum seekers sought refuge in the 
church, which was roamed by the police, after the asylum seekers were kicked out of their only 
real home in Denmark. It was a last and desperate move to avoid forced deportation back home 
to war plagued Iraq. For many people, the war itself is looked upon as the starting point. In 
March 2003, the United States and Great Britain alongside Denmark went around the UN and 
engaged in a war in Iraq. The war overthrew Saddam Hussein who was in power at that time, but 
what it also did was to detonate a sectarian civil war which destabilized the country and made 
millions of people leave their homes in fear of suicide bombings and killings. (Kirkeasyl, 2011) 
 
As mentioned before millions of people were on the run, and a couple of thousand of them 
wound up in Denmark.  They came to Denmark in the belief that they would be granted asylum. 
But the Danish authorities did not believe that they were individually persecuted and therefore 
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decided to deny them asylum. The problem at that time was that the Danish authorities did not 
have any agreement on deportation with the Iraqi authorities, and the Iraqis could therefore not 
be forcefully deported back to Iraq. Instead they were sent to asylum centres to live, alongside 
the people that had already fled the country during the time that Saddam Hussein was president. 
The amount of Iraqis who were stuck at the asylum centres were growing. They were asylum 
seekers, who from their perspective did not want to travel back to their civil war plagued 
country, and from the other perspective the Danish authorities did not accept them (Kirkeasyl, 
2011). 
Moving into the church 
In the fall of 2008, the Danish and Iraqi asylum activists were debating amongst themselves on 
how they could avoid the threat of forced mass deportation if the Danish authorities were to put 
the Iraqi authorities under pressure to sign a deportation agreement. At the time it seemed very 
unlikely that the Iraqi authorities would sign any agreement, but the activists were still eager to 
safeguard the asylum seekers and there were talks on moving into a church and seek church 
asylum to bring attention to the situation that the asylum seekers were in. Because the agreement 
seemed so unlikely, the operation was only on a planning level and it did not seem that they 
would have to force the plan into action, with only small precautions made if the situation was to 
change (Kirkeasyl, 2011). 
And so it did on the 13th of May 2009, the Danish coalition government, consisting of The Left 
Party and The Conservative People’s Party under a lot of pressure from The Danish People’s 
Party, imposed the deportation agreement with Iraq. The Iraqi authorities had signed the 
agreement under threats that if they did not sign, Denmark would cut its supportive economical 
ties with Iraq and this meant that the Danish authorities were now able to forcefully deport the 
Kurdish and Iraqi refugees back to Iraq. This forced the operation called Church Asylum into 
action the day after the agreement was signed. When the operation was started a number of 282 
Iraqis were included in the deportation agreement, some were deported and others’ request for 
asylum were denied and therefore they were also included in the deportation agreement, which 
made the numbers change (Kirkeasyl, 2011). 
 
Operation Church Asylum was now in action, and as predicted seeking asylum in churches was 
brought to attention in the political debates, when Iraqi and Kurdish refugees decided to move 
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into Vor Frue Kirke on the 15th of May 2009. The tone in the media also changed. Before the 
operation, the asylum seekers were known as the rejected asylum seekers in the media, but now 
the tone was different. The asylum seekers were human beings, of flesh and blood, who fought 
for their right to stay in Denmark. What it showed was that despite the yearlong effort of the 
system to isolate them and declaring them not being able to manage their own affairs, they were 
able to manage their own affairs and that they wanted to be responsible for their own lives 
(Kirkeasyl, 2011). 
 
The group of asylum seekers, who moved into the church, was much diversified. Some, as 
mentioned before, had fled during Saddam Hussein’s reign and others had been in Denmark for 
more than a decade, some had fled during the war while others had only been in Denmark for a 
limited period of time. Some were even born and raised in Denmark and had established family 
here, some were Arabs, and some were Kurds and did not speak the same language. But one 
thing that they all had in common was that going back to the country from which they had fled 
was not an option at all. The decision of moving into the church was a brave one, choosing to 
live side by side in such a diversified group and with people who you do not know, is not an easy 
thing to do. 
But it was a move, which had to be done, as it put them in driver’s position and brought them 
into control of their own lives, instead of their lives being in the control of the Danish asylum 
system. The negative side of it, was of course was that their everyday life was now a public 
matter which was shared with the public. The positive side of the move was of course the public 
attention it brought in the political debate as well as in the media. The asylum system, which was 
largely irrelevant to many people, now became centre of debate and the asylum system was now 
exposed to the public, something it had not been to the common citizens before (Kirkeasyl, 
2011). 
 
The asylum seekers and Danish activists developed relations to each other, while cooking food, 
conversing and sharing periods of long waiting. The Danish activists helped them by raising 
money, campaigning for their cause, bringing food and mattresses for them. For many of the 
asylum seekers this was their first real contact with the Danish people apart from authorities and 
Red Cross. Until one night in August where the police raided the church and with the raid 
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everything the activists had done, perished. Everything they had built was now destroyed as the 
police came and roamed the church. Their deportation cases were hastened; maybe even illegally 
to hasten up the deportation. A lot of people were deported, and some people went silent to stay 
away from authorities and this made operation Church Asylum stop their work, as they found it 
difficult to maintain the bonds and relations they had had with the asylum seekers and their cause 
was lost. The incident of the Brorsons Church is a story of the biggest protests against the Danish 
government and its foreign policy, and also a story of an extraordinary will shown from the 
Danish activists and asylum seekers to cooperate and to work on achieving a common goal of 
wanting action instead of words from Danish authorities and to shed light on a the asylum system 
and its faults (Kirkeasyl, 2011). 
The creation of asylum seekers seen in the light of the Brorsons Church incident 
When trying to research refugees and asylum seekers and how asylum seekers in particular come 
to be in relation to Denmark and its foreign policy, a more recent incident can be used; The 
incident of the Brorsons Church. The incident of the Brorsons Church involved 80 Iraqi-Kurdish 
asylum seekers who had sought church asylum because of their request of asylum had been 
denied by the Danish authorities. But why did the Iraqi and Kurdish asylum seekers seek asylum 
in the first place and how come they were denied something they believed to be their human 
right? 
The case of the incident, which happened at Brorson’s Church, can be used to come to a better 
understanding of how asylum seekers are created. Firstly, the sectarian civil war, which was a 
consequence of the invasion of Iraq in 2003, should be mentioned as a major part of why asylum 
seekers came to be in Denmark. As seen in wars for centuries, there will always be civilians who 
seek to flee from all the havoc and destruction that they are faced with. War will always be a 
contributing factor for people fleeing and seeking asylum in countries that they will feel safe in. 
If there was not a war in Iraq, there would not be a sectarian civil war as a consequence of the 
war. Even though a sectarian civil war could have been looming, at least one would not be able 
to hold the war in Iraq accountable for the sectarian civil war, and Iraqis would not have had to 
flee the country in the first place. It is a sad and tragic turn of events when asylum seekers seek 
to flee from the horrors that they have experienced in their home country, and finally find a place 
where they can seek asylum and hope for the best and then still be treated the way some of the 
asylum seekers were treated the night the church was roamed by the police. Hero Sdik even goes 
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as far as comparing the treatment she received during the incident of the Brorsons Church to the 
times she spent under Saddam Hussein. She says:”It is one of the most uncomfortable 
experiences I have ever had. It reminded me of the experiences in Iraq under Saddam, where 
families were dragged out of their homes. I am very, very scared of the police, when I see the 
police in the street, I become scared and think of that night in the church.” (Translated. 
Kirkeasyl, 2011: 155)8 A simple statement, from an asylum seeker who was also there during the 
roaming of the church, really puts the asylum system in Denmark into question and the people 
who serve to protect it, the police. Rojda, in a statement said to a police officer says :”(...) you 
might have been able to roam the church, but history will never forget what you have done.” 
(Translated. Kirkeasyl, 2011: 156).9  
The officer answered promptly while looking at her with a serious look that he knew that would 
be the case, as if he was sorry for doing what his job required of him, of what the law required of 
him. A female officer even went as far as to become emotional, and starting to cry during the 
roaming of the church while she tried to explain to Hero that she did not agree with what she was 
doing, and that she had to it anyway (Kirkeasyl, 2011). 
It is not the role of the police officer that should be brought into question, the question that 
surrounds this subject of matter, is the fact that police officers are doing things that they do not 
want to do, but it is required by them by law. Laws are supposed to be protecting everyone 
including the ones who enforce it, but if you look at it from another perspective the police 
officers were also mistreated. Mistreated by the laws that they themselves are enforcing yet there 
is no law to protect them from doing things that go against their own will.  
 
Secondly, the threat of persecution in native countries of asylum seekers is also a factor, which 
plays in, when trying to explain why asylum seekers have come to be. What is it, which makes 
asylum seekers fear their home country, what is the factor, which pushes them away? For many 
of the asylum seekers, especially in the case of the Brorsons Church it is religion or national 
identity. Especially the Kurds have been a victim of persecution and dispute, as many of the 
Kurdish territories in Iraq have been and still are very rich in oil. This persecution stems back 
                                                
8 “Det er noget af det mest ubehagelige, jeg nogensinde har oplevet. Det mindede mig om mine oplevelser i Irak under Saddam, 
hvor familier blev slæbt ud af deres hjem. Jeg er meget, meget bange for politiet, når jeg ser politiet på gaden, bliver jeg bange og 
tænker på den nat i kirken.” (Kirkeasyl, 2011: pp.155). 
9 “(...) Det kan godt være, at det lykkedes jer at rydde kirken, men historien vil aldrig glemme, hvad I har gjort.” (Kirkeasyl, 2011: 
156)  
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even to the time of Saddam Hussein as one of the asylum seekers at Brorsons Church by the 
name of Shalwal Jaza explains:”Kirkuk is a very rich city because there is oil in the area. The oil 
has been a nightmare for the Kurdish people, and has been the cause of many problems. The 
Arab governments and Saddam Hussein wished to reform Kirkuk to an Arab city by moving the 
Kurdish people to the other Kurdish cities and bring the Arabs from the south to the area. 
Saddam Hussein gave the Kurdish people two choices: “We could forget our Kurdish nation and 
become Arabs or we could leave Kirkuk and never return.”10 (Translated. Kirkeasyl, 2011: 75-
76) Shalwal Jaza is an example of an asylum seeker who fled the country because of an identity 
dispute, and this has lead to Shalwal not wanting to give up the Kurdish identity and seek 
asylum.  
 
Thirdly, there is the politics side of the case. Policies and laws of different countries also 
contribute to the creation of asylum seekers, for without policies and laws, asylum seekers would 
not be a category or a name for a certain people who have fleeing in common. If policies and 
laws did not exist and countries would welcome asylum seekers like their own, the asylum 
seekers would not be viewed as asylum seekers but as countrymen instead, and the term asylum 
seekers would be not existent. Especially EU politics play in here, as most of the countries that 
are a part of the EU have adopted EU’s laws and policies. Therefore, the European countries 
including Denmark are directly affected by the laws and legislations the EU puts forth. EU 
legislation would mean that Denmark would be affected locally.  
Furthermore, as previously mentioned in the second argument the situation in Kirkuk was not 
deemed safe by the Danish Department of Foreign Affairs, something which seems to contradict 
the opinion of the Danish authorities saying that asylum seekers would not be persecuted if 
deported back. In 2009 the Department of Foreign Affairs stated in a travel guide that:”If one 
chooses to travel to Iraq or stay in Iraq, one should make the proper arrangements for 
professional protection, which is a necessity. [...] Since November 2004 Iraq has been in a state 
of emergency except for the three Kurdish provinces, Dohuk, Erbil and Sulemaniya, and it is 
                                                
10 “Kirkuk er en meget rig by, fordi der er olie i området. Olien er blevet et mareridt for det kurdiske folk og har været skyld i mange 
problemer. De arabiske regeringer og Saddam Hussein ønskede at omdanne Kirkuk til en arabisk by ved at flytte det kurdiske folk 
fra Kirkuk til de andre kurdisk byer og bringe arabiske folk fra syd til området. Saddam Hussein gav det kurdiske folk i Kirkuk to valg: 
Vi kunne glemme vores kurdiske nation og blive arabiske, eller vi kunne forlade Kirkuk, og aldrig komme tilbage.” (Kirkeasyl, 2011: 
75-76) 
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routinely prolonged. At night there is a curfew in most parts of the country.” (Translated. 
Kirkeasyl, 2011: 74).11  
 
This statement in the travel guide by the Department of Foreign Affairs brings forth a paradox. 
For when it comes to human beings with a Danish background, Iraq is deemed as a country 
where professional protection is a necessity in order to visit, but at the same time it is a country 
which is safe enough for asylum seekers from Denmark to return to and to start building their 
lives all over. Normally, it is the job of the Department of Foreign Affairs to gather in 
background information on the conditions, which are present in other countries. But at the same 
time when the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers found themselves in church asylum, the Department 
of Foreign Affairs had not visited the most dangerous and high security risk profiled provinces in 
five years, because it was too unsafe for the officials of the Danish authorities to go there. 
(Kirkeasyl, 2011) 
The Danish authorities contra the Danish activist 
Asylum seekers can be found around the world and they all stand in very different situations, 
some are similar while some are completely different. Some places asylum seekers are welcomed 
and some other places they are less welcomed mostly due to laws, which prevent asylum seekers 
to become a part of the society, and country in which they have sought asylum. In the events of 
the Brorsons Church in Denmark, a lot can be said. Some good, while some bad, which can be 
questioned. In regards to the creation of asylum seekers, in an imaginary world the world would 
be a better place if people were able to move freely without persecution or prevention from laws 
and policies made by politicians. The Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers came to Denmark to seek 
asylum and refuge from a sectarian civil war brought on as a consequence of the war in Iraq. 
What they faced in Denmark was a denial of their request of asylum, and a roaming of the 
church, which they thought to be their last chance of asylum. The incident impacted the asylum 
seekers negatively; as they drew comparison from the incident to the incidents they faced under 
Saddam Hussein, something the Danish activists thought to be a discredit to the Danish people 
and culture, which they thought to be an open one, thus setting them in opposition to the Danish 
authorities. Policies and laws can be seen as the major role in the denial of their asylum request, 
                                                
11 “Vælger man at rejse til Irak, eller blive i Irak, bør man sikre sig den  professionelle beskyttelse, som er nødvendig. [...] Der har 
siden november 2004 været undtagelsestilstand i Irak, bortset fra i de tre kurdiske provinser, Dohuk, Erbil og Sulemaniya, og den 
bliver rutinemæssigt forlænget. Om natten er der udgangsforbud i store dele af landet.” (Kirkeasyl, 2011: 74) 
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as in the early stages of the arrival of the asylum seekers, the Danish authorities did not have the 
power to deport them, as there was not an asylum policy or agreement between Iraq and 
Denmark as to who was to have authority over the asylum seekers. This is the point where the 
asylum seekers came to be asylum seekers, as they now were categorized and subject to debate 
and deportation because of their situation. To be able to deport the asylum seekers the Danish 
authorities sought to politics, to make the politicians put a political pressure on the Iraqi 
government to sign the agreement. Some work had to be done first, as the agreement had to be in 
accordance with EU legislations, as Denmark is a member of the European Parliament. The 
Danish authorities succeeded, even though it might go against the UN Conventions policy 
regarding non-refoulement, where refugees cannot be sent back to a country or territory where 
one’s life or freedom would be threatened, and the asylum seekers were once again stranded in a 
country that they once had fled from.  
A discourse analysis can be used to give a better insight from a political and societal aspect to 
further understand the impact EU legislations have on the local Danish legislations. 
 
Chapter 4: Discourse analysis and discussion about the political and societal 
aspect  
 
In this chapter, we want to make a discourse analysis of how meanings and interpretations have 
changed or modified the refugee issue and how Denmark has gone from a being tolerant country 
to an intolerant, causing the ‘creation of asylum seekers’. Hence, the refugees or asylum seekers 
have been man-made, both in understanding the term and in practice. However, we will 
implement and draw on different texts about the refugee issue, where the author describes how 
asylum seekers are interpreted and then we will critically raise questions regarding this 
interpretation. 
 
Taking point of departure in the shifting interpretations and laws regarding the asylum seekers, 
we will analyse the language and the understanding of the refugee situation in Denmark on the 
period of 2008-2009. However, we will not go in depth with the laws, but only remark the 
impacts of the EU laws and Danish laws on each other, and how the laws eventually will affect, 
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both the term asylum seeker and the creation of asylum seekers. The discourse analysis provides 
an understanding of the issue through different angles, since the refugee issue contains several 
problems. Through language and interpretations we will identify the shaped meanings and their 
changing behaviour. 
 
We will use the text by Jørgensen and Phillips to define discourse analysis and discursive 
practices. Jørgensen and Phillips define discourse as a discipline in several spheres, where 
language is essential in order to assert and negotiate different directions of social existence, for 
instance through political discourse (Jørgensen and Phillips, 2002: 1). Additionally, they argue 
that discourse analysis has to be seen as several interdisciplinary approaches and not only one 
approach. The different approaches can be seen as frameworks for understanding and studying 
different social spheres. However, the different approaches might have identical points and 
contributions of interpretations, even though they have different frameworks. Nonetheless, the 
words and signs of talking do not directly reproduce our world, identities and social relations, but 
relatively performs an effective function in creating and changing them (Jørgensen and Phillips, 
2002: 1). 
The frameworks of the discourse analysis that Jørgensen and Phillips are focusing on, relies on 
the assertion of how to interpret the language and the subject. In order to make a critical 
research, it is needed to analyse the power relations, the society and to identify normative aspects 
where the possibility of social change are present (Jørgensen and Phillips, 2002: 2). However, we 
will take point of departure in the definition made by Jørgensen and Phillips saying that “(...) 
proposing the preliminary definition of a discourse as a particular way of talking about and 
understanding the world (or an aspect of the world).” (Jørgensen and Phillips, 2002: 1). 
 
Due to the increasing terrorism, the Danish parliament has focused their debates on the political 
agenda especially towards Iraqi immigrants who seek asylum in Europe, and experienced a 
change in the perception of ethnic and religious minorities, which has developed a new and more 
strict security dimension, as they are seen as threatening people to the Danish and European 
society (Rytter and Holm Pedersen, 2014: 2304). Subsequently, this has caused stricter barriers, 
which has made it difficult to entry Denmark as a foreigner, since the control and regulation has 
increased (Rytter and Holm Pedersen, 2014: 2037). Moreover, the issue has caused disunity 
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among people in Denmark, since some people supported and some others were against this 
behaviour and attitude towards other individuals.  
 
Moving on to the EU, the European Union’s political discourse and requirements towards its 
member states provide both, similarities and differences (Larsen, H. 1997: 196). Hence, the 
European Union has an impact in the sense of influencing the member states’ policymaking in 
order to set its trademark in a European nationalistic way. It has become more difficult to enter 
Europe, since the EU legislation alters the influx of immigrants to the nations in Europe. 
However, the EU does not only require implementations of laws politically, but also 
economically, meaning that the union stands for more than only the political aspect. The EU 
pushes the nations to adopt economic and political laws, due to the goal of being one of the 
world’s biggest economic and political powers. Furthermore, the European foreign policy 
making “(...) also developed the habit of co-operation between officials from the ministries of 
foreign affairs (MFAs) of member states and inculcated a feeling of European identity that 
played a role alongside the stronger feelings of national identity.” (Cameron, F. 2007: 25), which 
has dug a larger ditch between people in the world society. The EU cooperation offers many 
benefits to the Europeans, while some people from the rest of the world can be seen as strangers 
and illegal if they travel without permission or if they came from a certain country, which does 
not cooperate with the EU and its member states. Although that the EU is working for Europe 
with free movement without internal borders in order to integrate the European citizens, there 
have been discovered some issues regarding this cooperation as the term nation-state has been 
threatened by opening the borders between each country meaning that each country will lose its 
identity and legitimacy (Wren, K. 2001: 141). In contrast, it acknowledges the increasing gap 
between people of the world, where Europe has developed a rather ‘closed’ European 
community and people from outside are treated differently compared to EU citizens, as the 
borders between EU and non-member states are prevented against ‘illegal’ access, which can be 
seen as a contradiction to the human rights (Harper, A. 2008: 183). Moreover, the conventions 
and decisions that have been made can be seen as dubious, since they divide people into ‘good’ 
and ‘bad’ ones, due to the European interpretation of which nationality can be seen as tolerable 
and from which regions they come from, so they are not threatening the European society. 
Hence, the EU shapes the political discourses and labels people. The term “asylum seekers” has 
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not always existed. It is a relatively new term that has been man-made and can be interpreted as 
discriminating due to the common global values of equal human rights among people on the 
globe. However, due to the term, which has been recognised as ‘normal’, people do not question 
this labelling. It is definitely a rare phenomenon, which has been normalised and is sceptical in 
its nature. It is a phenomenon that cuts off our common human sympathy and compassion 
towards other people.  
 
Subsequently, there are several aspects of this issue. It can be seen as discriminating and 
inhumane to treat people in that way, when there is an opportunity of giving the ‘refugees’ a 
better treatment. Additionally, another angle of the issue is that the radical right-wing parties 
have based their political agenda on anti-immigrant frames, which has given them popularity 
among other groups of people. This agenda can be interpreted in different ways, as some would 
say it is xenophobic, racist or sceptical attitudes towards the asylum seekers. These perspectives 
depend on how each individual interpret the situation. More precisely, these types of parties have 
this discourse since the ethnocentrism tends to be high. This can also be seen it the text where 
Rydgren (2008) argues, “The ideology and discourse of the new radical right-wing parties are 
based on ethno-nationalism and opposition to immigration and the multicultural/ multi-ethnic 
society.” (Rydgren, 2008: 739). Hence, this has been seen in the light of xenophobic or racist 
attitudes in the creation of these political parties, who bases their political agenda on immigration 
scepticism, in order to reduce immigration to Denmark. In addition, Rydgren (2008) claims that 
this has given a new form of racism that is based on different cultures and differences in beliefs 
and values that are the fundamental in the Danish People’s Party. This type of racism does not 
discriminate one’s way of looking or ethnicity, but rather some traditional and ethical norms and 
values that have been building on during the years in the country that is a part of people’s way of 
living (Rydgren, 2008: 743-744). 
The anti-immigrant frame, that can be seen, is a result of the political discourse that has labelled 
and divided people into several generations of immigrants. Beforehand, immigrants felt 
welcome, however, this has changed during the last decades, and presently the right-wing 
“extremists” have an organized and successful campaign against ‘strangers’ or the ‘others’, 
which in this case refers to the immigrants who sought asylum in Denmark as either political, 
war or environmental refugees. Additionally, Rydgren states “However, although these anti-
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immigration and anti-immigrant frames dominate the ideological programme and discourse of 
the new radical right wing parties, we do not quite know from earlier research how effective the 
ethno-pluralist and welfare-chauvinist frames are in mobilising voters to the radical right.” 
(Rydgren, 2008: 746). Hence, this claim by Rydgren does not reveal if the political discourse 
directly has an effect and an impact on the native Danish people’s choice to vote for the radical 
right parties, even though we have seen that after the 2001 elections in Denmark was a success 
for the Danish People’s Party. The anti-immigrant discourse can be seen in the light of protecting 
several things. We often hear the argument of avoiding immigrants who seeks refuge in 
Denmark in order to enjoy the welfare that is an important and central part of the country and its 
trademarks. Moreover, the pride of nationalism is in focus again. Denmark needs to protect and 
keep their norms and values and the system. In Denmark, Muslim immigrants are especially a 
problem due to the different values and beliefs that contradict to the Danish norms, according to 
the politicians. They then want the immigrants to adapt the Danish values in order to be 
accepted, integrated and acknowledged to the society. Moreover, the labelling of the 
‘immigrants’ is made in order to differentiate between them. The concepts of immigrants and 
refugees are man-made. However, people are not born with labels, therefore, it can be seen as a 
discriminating act to categorise and differentiate between humans by humans, as if some people 
are better due to their religion, passport or ethnicity.  
An example of how a Danish extreme right-wing party reacts to the immigration issue can be 
seen in the following quote: “(...) the anti-immigration rhetoric of the Danish People’s Party is 
sometimes presented as welfare chauvinism: immigrants drain the welfare state of resources that 
otherwise could have been used to help old and sick (native Danish) people.” (Rydgren, 2004: 
486). The information from this quote has been the rhetoric from the extreme far right-wing 
party in Denmark and their supporters. The huge influx of people, especially, those who are 
completely different from the natives, are seen as threatening towards the Danish lifestyle and 
the welfare state, as the most common criticism of the immigrants. The reason why it is this kind 
of people is because they have another moral behaviour than the natives as they think and behave 
differently and that is or can be ‘dangerous’ for Denmark and its norms and values. As the native 
believe that their values will be damaged and changed by the foreigners. Additionally, they fear 
that the foreigners want their culture to be implemented in the Danish society. On the contrary, 
Denmark is traditionally one of the most tolerant nations towards other people whose lifestyle is 
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different from their own. More presently, this picture has changed and is different, as everything 
have changed during the last decades and Denmark is experiencing continuous influx of 
immigrants, especially from Muslim countries, due to the war situation in Iraq and many other 
countries. The recent and fast growing changes regarding the refugee situation make it more 
difficult to let go what they have managed to develop in the society with regards to the welfare 
state.   
 
Looking at the changing behaviour, Mouritsen and Olsen point out, that Denmark was one of the 
most tolerant Northern European countries towards people moving to the country. The society 
was open-minded and wished them welcome. It can then be seen that Denmark tends to return to 
nationalism during the last decades. Given another example of how immigrants previously felt 
more welcome and were allowed to participate more properly in the society from the beginning, 
Mouritsen and Olsen refers that the “(…) 1983 immigration law was one of the most liberal in 
the world at the time, giving legal right to asylum and family reunification. Immigrants enjoyed 
the full rights of the welfare state and could vote in local elections after three years of residence.” 
(Mouritsen and Olsen, 2013: 691). Beforehand, Denmark did not have as many ‘new Danes’ as 
they have today. Compared to today, the time preceding was therefore more new and exciting. 
Denmark today has a multicultural society, where immigrants or the creation of it, play a bigger 
role in the modern society. Generally, the native population in Denmark was tolerant and 
sympathetic of their equal rights towards the immigrants, even though they were sceptical 
against the idea of multiculturalism (Mouritsen and Olsen, 2013: 692). However, there are 
several contradictions in the policymaking and way of treating people in Denmark. They are 
advocators of the freedom of religion in the public space, human rights and alternative lifestyles 
meaning that there is room for everybody in the different spheres in Denmark. Moreover, 
Mouritsen and Olsen, argue that especially the time between the late 1990s and after the 2001 
elections, things changed. The ‘immigration’ issue was on top on the political agenda and since 
then, the rhetoric from the medias and the political parties have affected the citizen’s daily lives 
and view on immigration to Denmark. After the increase of conflicts with immigrants, Denmark 
started to make restrictions of the laws, such as the restrictions on family reunification in 2000 
that was developed to integrate the foreigners and to prevent forced marriages, as well as 
reducing immigration. However, the law went against the immigrant rights and legal security as 
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the government then got the power to decide whom and how many should immigrate (Mouritsen 
and Olsen, 2013: 695).   
 
As a result of the intolerance, the immigration issue touches a crucial point in the Danish policy, 
namely the welfare state. This can be viewed in the text written by Rytter and Holm Pedersen, 
where they state that, “The role of the Scandinavian type of welfare state is a second factor 
affecting the Danish case. In Denmark the state has a strong history of intervening in the lives of 
its citizens, and the area of immigration is no exception. Over the past few decades, the 
incorporation of immigrants and refugees into society has been the responsibility of the welfare 
state.” (Olwig 2011, 185 in Rytter and Holm Pedersen, 2014: 2310). This raises the question 
whether or not we should be ‘inhuman’ and treat people such a way that complicates the living 
conditions of the asylum seekers, or if we should welcome them and presume that the asylum 
seekers will pay back our hospitality and confidence to them? Nonetheless, the asylum seekers 
have experienced a lack of hospitality and increasing feeling of they are unwanted. The discourse 
regarding immigrants, leads us back to the first immigrants (guest workers) back in 1960’s 
(Rytter and Holm Pedersen, 2014: 2310). At that time, the immigrants were in Denmark in order 
to work, and then travel back to their home countries afterwards. However, since then there has 
been identified several discourses regarding the issue, as the immigrants decided to stay 
permanently in Denmark. Furthermore, the wars in the areas of conflicts have caused influx of 
people that have been labelled as asylum seekers or refugees. This ‘type’ of people have played 
and been a major factor in changing the foreign policy in Denmark and Europe. The integration 
policies and legislations towards the asylum seekers were changed, as Denmark tried to ‘help’ or 
force them to become more ‘Danish’, as they were seen as primitive and in poor health. 
However, it has varied a lot, and it has become even more severe through the decades. However, 
the Iraqis have been the victims, like many other immigrants, due to the political discourse, 
which made people believe that immigration is a huge problem on several aspects. Denmark’s 
welfare state cannot afford them because they are too expensive. We do not have enough space. 
They are difficult to integrate in the Danish society due to their religion, because the religion 
gives them other norms and values that are in contradiction to the Danish lifestyle. Hence, the 
development of the intolerance to alternative lifestyles in Denmark has been undergoing negative 
change. 
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Labour and immigration 
To illustrate how Denmark used to be, we want to describe the first period where immigrants 
arrived. Until the 1960s Denmark was nearly a homogeneous society without significance ethnic 
difference. With the industrial revolution’s need of labour in the 60s alongside with the large 
exodus of refugees in the subsequent years together with globalization, Denmark changed into a 
more multi-ethnic society. 
  
History tells us that in the middle of the 50s the western part of Europe had a lack of labour. 
With still lacking labour after having mechanized the agriculture and women entering the labour 
market Denmark welcomed the first immigrant workers in 1967, mainly from Turkey, Pakistan 
and Yugoslavia. Immigration and refugees became a topic discussed in Medias and in 
workplaces within the Danish society. With the increase of the unemployment in the 70s, the 
Danish government lead by the Social Democrats stopped the immigration of foreign workers 
with immediate effect. (Danmarkshistorien.dk, 2014) 
  
In 1977 the Danish parliament established an immigration law committee, whose research and 
work resulted in the first Danish immigrant law in 1983. The law has since been subject to 
change and tightening. Some referred to this law as the world’s most humanitarian asylum 
policy. Others criticized it due to the easiness of entering the country. The most notable thing 
with the law is that it became a legal requirement for the immigrant to reunify his family and by 
that bring them to Denmark. This issue has been discussed ever since. The law was tightened in 
1992 and again in 2002 by the VK-government, consisting of the two parties, The Left Party and 
the Conservatives People’s party alongside support from the government supporting party, the 
Danish Peoples Party. (Jørgensen, L. 2006: 87-90) 
  
The 1980s and the 1990s 
Denmark’s ratification of various international conventions paved the way for refugees. With the 
1983 law in the suitcase, the refugees had the right to seek asylum. In this period of time the 
majority of refugees were especially from the Middle East. This was due to the Iran-Iraq war 
(1980-1988) and the Palestinian-Israeli conflict alongside with the Israeli invasion of 
neighbouring countries. (Danmarkshistorien.dk, 2014) A particular special incident was that 
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there in 1991 were 70 stateless Palestinian refugees who were under the threat of deportation. 
The 70 refugees occupied themselves in Blågårds Church in Copenhagen. Here they stayed for 
154 days. This of course created a lot of debates and discussions within the Danish society but 
most important in the Danish parliament. In the end it resulted that the Danish parliament 
adopted a special law, giving the Palestinians asylum. This incident is something that we in this 
project find noteworthy as comparisons can be drawn to the situation that the Iraqi-Kurdish 
asylum seekers were in (Danmarkshistorien.dk, 2014). 
  
In 1988 the Somali civil war erupted. Some of the refugees ended in Denmark. Due to the family 
reunification rule the number of Somali refugees increased. With the First Gulf War in 1990-
1991 many Kurds from Iraq arrived to Denmark. Refugees from Ex-Yugoslavian were given 
temporary residence permit. In 1992 the Danish Parliament decided a law known as the 
Yugoslavian-law. This law ensured the refugees, minimum residents of six months with 
possibility of extension. This was followed with a new law in 1995 known as the Bosnian-law, 
where the refugees from Bosnia got asylum in Denmark. (Danmarkshistorien.dk, 2014) 
  
Criticism and tightening of the law through the 1990s and after 2001 
While the 1990s refugee flow to Denmark was on-going it also was subject to an enormous 
discussion and debate in the society, in media and in the parliament. Some municipalities refused 
to provide residence to more and more refugees and immigrants to avoid the creation of ghetto-
like areas in other parts of Denmark such as, Nørrebro, Ishøj, Gellerup and Vollsmose, which 
were subjects for criticism (Danmarkshistorien.dk, 2014). The government tried to attenuate this 
critic by giving the immigrants and refugees a lower social service and assistance than what was 
given to ethnic Danes. This changed created more criticism especially from humanitarian 
organizations, which resulted in equating the social service and assistance for everybody in 2000. 
(Jørgensen, L. 2006: 184-185) In February 1992, the government, lead by the Social Democrats, 
wanted to prevent racism in Denmark. In a debate within the parliament, Rønne Hornbech, at 
that time the Left Party’s draftsman said in her speech, that Denmark is not and will not be a 
multicultural and multi-ethnic country. Denmark should not become a country consisting of 
immigrants and refugees as she argued that Denmark is a small country, making Denmark 
vulnerable towards a huge influx of foreigners. The tightening kept going on under the VK-
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government, with support from the Danish Peoples Party, hereby including the so-called 24-
years-law. The trend of tightening continued the decade out. 
  
Issues occur when two different cultures meet with each other, especially when a foreign culture 
is coming to a country. The foreigners are seeing as having a tendency of not being willing to 
integrate into the Danish society. Rydgren states that the fear of violence and conflicts between 
the natives and the foreigners are present since he claims that it is seen in other European 
countries. However, this claim cannot fully be approved, as the other European countries may 
have had other complications or issues, which could have created these disturbances. 
Additionally, he states that the issue with Muslims is, according to him, that they do not have 
equality for women and that follow the laws of the Quran are mostly the problem in Denmark, as 
Danes see Islam as an old religion that is not “up to date” (Rydgren, 2004: 481-482). This last 
claim can be argued against, as it seems like they are trying to find ways to make the foreigners 
or people with a different religion as problematic as possible. This can be seen in the quote by 
the Danish People’s Party that says: “The way of life we have chosen in Denmark is outstanding. 
It is conditioned by our culture, and in a small country like ours it cannot survive if we permit 
mass immigration of foreign religions and foreign cultures.” (Dansk Folkeparti 2002; 2001 in 
Rydgren, 2004: 484). This can be seen as a contradiction, since they state that the foreigners do 
not want to accept the Danish culture, but the party does not want to accept other people’s 
differences and the situation of the immigrants that need to cope with a complete different 
culture which can be hard to understand, as they are not used to these types of norms and values. 
One can further argue that the foreigner lives within a person and this means that the foreigner is 
the covert side of our personality. Furthermore, this means that the individual will stop judging 
or seeing the foreigners in a different way, if they are trying to recognise him within oneself and 
not see the foreigner as “the other”. Hence, we need to acknowledge ourselves as foreigners in 
order to understand another culture or religion (Nöth, W. 2007: 11). As Nöth states “The culture 
of others (…) or it is the sphere of those in a region beyond the limits of our own culture, where 
they are either despised or admired for being different.” (Nöth, W. 2007: 5). In here, we can 
argue that the Danes are more likely to see the foreigners in a different way, since they are not 
trying to recognise the foreigner in themselves but see the foreigner as “the other”. This makes 
the Danes see the immigrants and refugees as a problem for the society. This means that the 
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reason why natives refuse to see the foreigner in themselves makes it harder for them to accept 
the foreigners’ culture and religion, as the natives become resistant to the foreign culture and 
religion instead of accepting the differences and help the refugees who need help to overcome 
the new life with a different culture. This can be due to Denmark being a secular society, even 
though Protestantism still plays a role since the state supports the Danish People’s Church 
financially and requires a person to pay church taxes, which symbolically makes Denmark a 
Christian country. However, people are not forced to pay the tax, since they can withdraw from 
the church, and then exempt them from paying the tax. Additionally, the values that lie 
underneath the Danish culture do not include the religious values making the country secular 
with a surface of Christianity. This is used as an argument against Muslims who tend to be more 
visible in the public sphere, which can be seen in contrast to the secular society in Denmark, as 
the Danish society is advocate of the freedom of religion. Nonetheless, this is not an issue about 
the religious aspect, but a picture of clashing cultures and the understanding of the existence of 
differences.  
 
Nonetheless, Denmark can be identified in the position as transcendent, since it is the legislator 
in a way that can be interpreted as the “bad ones” in the refugees’ eyes, because they have strict 
the refugees’ situation as asylum seekers. Subsequently, the refugees can be positioned or 
identified as “helpless”, due to their situation, where they have to wait for their case being treated 
by the Danish government. In this sense, we have to distinguish between ‘people’ in Denmark. 
There are the civilians, the authorities and the politicians. The politicians in this case, are those 
whom we are referring to, since through their discourse they create asylum seekers, both in 
understanding and in practice. Moreover, we have to keep in mind and be aware of the 
cooperation between the EU and Denmark, as Denmark has to adopt some of the EU legislations 
and fulfil several requirements regarding the legislations due to their EU partnership. Hence, this 
means that this phenomenon is not only present in Denmark, but in almost whole Europe. 
However, the EU restrictions are not that strict, since countries can, to some extent, decide the 
‘strictness’ of their own policies. The EU only expects their basic requirements being fulfilled.  
 
To sub-conclude this chapter, we can say that Denmark and the EU have definitely gained from 
the cooperation on several aspects, as for instance the economic and social perspective, within 
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the European countries. On the contrary, it can be argued against the EU, as the union increases 
inequality between individuals from Europe and the rest of the world. This is done by labelling 
people, due to their different causes of migrating to Europe. Moreover, there are different 
contradictions in their values and rhetoric, moreover, how they want to be interpreted towards 
the world society. The EU and its member states want to be associated with modern societies, 
where the whole population has the same rights and benefits, even though they treat and label 
immigrants as strangers and in some cases, as unwanted people due to their situation or maybe 
their background or their religion. In this case, Iraqis are seen as threatening people because of 
their morality, values and norms, which has played a role in giving Denmark a new security 
dimension. The reputation of the Iraqis has been shaped by the Medias and the political 
discourse, which has been directed to the native population and can be interpreted as 
manipulating people to share pessimistic/adverse meanings of the asylum seekers.  
 
Chapter 5: Conclusion 
To conclude this project, we can say that the refugee situation has been undergoing a huge 
development during the last decades. The definitions and interpretations have been shaped by 
people in the government, who indirectly affect people’s interpretations. As mentioned, the terms 
and labelling has been man-made, and the term has made a gap among the world citizens. Hence, 
the creation of asylum seekers can be seen in the line of making a kind of inequality, as the equal 
human rights is put aside when labelling people. Nonetheless, there are different interpretations 
and definitions of the different labelling of people, as there are terms as; immigrants, refugees 
and asylum seekers, which has different definitions and has differences between the terms. 
Moreover, we have seen that there have been several arguments and assumptions of why 
Denmark participated in the Iraq War, and what impact it had on the foreigners. In our project, 
we have identified that especially the Iraq War can be seen as a turning point in the behaviour 
towards the foreigners, from outside Europe. In addition, we have discovered that the foreigners 
can be seen as threatening the Danish and European society’s norms and values, as those people 
have a totally different understanding of life and way of behaving as the Danish People’s Party 
argued. Subsequently, the war in Iraq, which was based on incorrect assumptions (Elkjær, B. 
2008: 21), has caused an increasing rate of ‘asylum seekers’. The increasing rate of ‘asylum 
seekers’ was notable in Denmark in 2009, when the incident of the Brorson’s Church happened 
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at Nørrebro. 80 Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers who were denied asylum in Denmark, advised by 
Danish and Iraqi-Kurdish activists, sought asylum in the Brorson’s Church at Nørrebro. This 
action was done in hope of gaining attention on their situation after being denied asylum. During 
their stay at Brorson’s Church, the Danish activists held protests and fundraisers, to be able to 
take care of the asylum seekers and bring attention to the problem throughout the media and 
within the society. They wanted to raise awareness in the society of how the Danish authorities 
and asylum system were treating the Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers and why they denied them 
their asylum, which they believed to be a human right, as everybody are equal according to 
natural law. The Iraqi-Kurdish asylum seekers came to Denmark in search for an asylum from a 
sectarian civil war, which ensued after the Iraq War, which Denmark had participated in, and 
therefore were liable, to blame. The Danish authorities denied them asylum because they argued, 
that the situation in Iraq was not unsafe, and that they would not be persecuted nor were they 
persecuted before they came to Denmark. At the same time the Department of Foreign Affairs 
had declared the country of Iraq to be in a state of emergency since November 2004, during the 5 
year time span between the incident and Iraq being declared in a state of emergency, the 
Department of Foreign Affairs did not initiate regular checkups in the situation in Iraq, as the 
country was deemed too dangerous for Danish officials to go there. We find this to be highly 
interesting and a contradiction from what the Danish authorities had, which further strengthened 
the position of the Iraqi and Kurdish asylum seekers and their supporting Danish activists, who 
fought against the government, who wanted to label the Iraqi-Kurdish refugees as asylum seekers 
and wanting to deport them all while the Danish activists fought to give the asylum seekers the 
right to control their own lives and to form it the way they wanted to.     
 
However, we have noticed that the label ‘asylum seekers’ has undergone a re-creation in the 
interpretation of the term during the late 1990’s and early 2000’s, as foreigners gained more 
attention by the governments and world media. The foreigners have gone from being less 
noticeable to a more visible part of the everyday society in the world with line of increasing 
implications among people’s values. Moving on to the scepticism of the multicultural society, we 
have also noticed that the population tends to be more vulnerable towards the governmental 
scaremongering. As we have discovered, the government has played an essential role in 
influencing the native Danes’ behaviour and interpretation of the foreigners, as they have 
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exposed them as being threatening to the European and Danish society’s traditions, norms and 
values. Furthermore, through the discourse analysis we have been able to perceive how the EU, 
additionally, has influenced Denmark’s political discourse towards the rest of the world, as the 
union demand their members fulfil several requirements, in order to protect the states against out 
coming threats. These threats could be anybody who does not share the European traditions, 
norms and values. Hence, as mentioned earlier, the union can be seen as a closed community, 
where they can be seen in contrast to human rights. This has divided and labelled people from 
outside of Europe into smaller groups, meaning that people from outside Europe are not 
necessarily seen as equal. As we have mentioned in our discussion, the nations in Europe, and in 
this case Denmark, has moved further back towards some nationalistic values. This can be seen 
as protection against ‘intruders’ who are coming to drain the welfare state, and enjoy the full 
social benefits without giving anything back to the Danish society. Without obeying or 
conforming to the Danish traditions, norms and values, which is the rhetorical standpoint of the 
radical right-wing agenda regarding the topic of ‘foreigners’. Nonetheless, to sum up, we can say 
that the Iraq War and the discourses towards the ‘asylum seekers’ have had an impact on the 
societal and political aspect. In this case the influence and the interpretations towards the 
foreigners, which afterwards had an impact on labelling and the creation of the asylum seekers, 
categorising them as ‘asylum seekers’.  
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